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. prevd to be used, i 
any one Place of th lip” 
Scripeurs, ro denote more Perſons than” 
One. 1:15 £708 
 afliſwains? einde sech for "aha 
Defenders of the receiv'd ay cir wh 
Coreſſential Trinity tao . that t 
Term Gop;) im the d 
be pro to be ud an n 0 dr 
more Perſais than Oue: For as the i. 
aus ſuppoſe | Father and Son, to be no 
Goa”, tho they are never called ino Gods; 
or Gods in the Plural Number, through 
A 2 af the 


eyer ſo us d. For admitting | 


Are © One Goll tho! — 4 Tem Cos e F. 
not be prov'd to be usd to denote more 
Perſons Fan Ons Or, if it be faid, that 
the Arians do not ſuppoſe Father and Son 
to be two Gods, whatever -Pleas they 


alledge to clear themſelves of \Ditheiſm, 


will as effectually clear the Catholicts of 


Tritheiſm ; ſo that the Catholicks will 


ſtand at leaſt upon as ed 9 Foot 5 
the Arizns... N a> * 5 
2. I T is not a even 0 winch 


as, to ſuppoſe -that tlie T 


Terin God. in Scripture is 2 | 
to denote Ons Perſon: only, all tl 


of, - hb" Cas: Go is usd. 
Not that there are not other Perſons, ö 

eſſentially;and coeternaliy ĩneludẽd in Him 
and wyitk him It may be the Method 

of. Scripture, -and-; generally: is, when it 
ſpeaks of Gon, to mean it of One Perſon, 
yet not excluding, but only abſtracting 
from, the Conſſderation of the other 


two Perſons included: in the os] * ö 


head. "Its : 


12361 bunt 


3. THEY may b ſuppoſe. it, 
abs Proof of their general Doctrine, lince 
the Doctrine of a eee Trinity of 
Three Perſons being Divine, and. be- 
| ing One God, is demonſtrable from Serip- 
ture (tho? too long 4 Subject to be 
here conſider d) we may reaſonably 


ſuppoſe that when Go » is ſpoken of, 
and neither. the Context, nor any other 


Circutnſtances do confine the Significa- 


tion of the Word, in that Place, to One 


Perſon only; 1 ſay we may r caſonably \ 


ſuppoſe, that not One Perſon only, but 
all the Three Perſons are denoted by it. 
And, by | 


* TH uE N have moreover Grounts. 


\t3 


for it from ſome particular Texts, Gen. 
i. 26. One God is ſpoken of, and yet 
the Words run, LET Us (in the Plural) 
male, and i OUR Image, Gen. iii. 22. 
One Lord God is ſpoken of, and yet it is 


faid, e Man is become as one of Li. The 
like may be obſery'd of, Gen. xi. 7. In 


Id. vi. 3. mention is made of the True 


God, the Lord of Hoſts, who by Con- 


feſſion of all, is the Father, and that the 
fame Lord of Hoſts is alſo the San and 
Holy Ghoſt, TIO, Joh, xii. 40, 41. 
and 
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either the Fether, ＋ "the, 8. 


* 6) 
e l 255 26. le 4 ao 
. even by the a Bonk 
introduci cing ie. 1 — 5 ſpeaking. both i in 
the t ot mh, T heard the Voice 

3131 17 e 1 I ſ end, ond 
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will go fo 7 1 Se" V. 


0 N 2. "Eg 4 mY —1 have. not the 
cRe £ from a the. Script 
he is One”; ſon thay, we dave, 1 5 


Holy Gef, een rſov.. dan. 
f- W Have the” 200 op 
dence, that the Word Go p e 
times u 70 Uenote® Ode Perſar ſan, | that. w We: 
habe, that either the Father Or Son, or 


Holy "Ghoſt; is ofie Perfo 2 ut to Con- 


clade 4balltfichce tha r the We Grd Gop 

always s' defiotes One Dine Perſon * | 
is juſt as if wWe fhould c ohh Jude, that the 
Word Mn aas denbtes one humane bh 
Perſon only, purely *becaule i it does ſo - 


ſorretimes or moſt tonnnonly.. It is deſired 


by the Querift hat ſome. Seriptare Argu- 5 
ment may be albag'd to prove. any One ＋ 
the Trinity to be one diſtinct daa, which: . 
me wad with equal Evidence be applied fo 


prove 


7 $1 


prove that Gop 9 one 4 Hinct Perſon. I 
ſuppoſe the Queriſt means, chat the Per. 
ſonal Charakters, 2 He, if they 
prbvg any onkb of the Laer to be 
e df Petfon do equally prove God 
to be one diſtmict Petſon;' To which it is. 
_ anſwer'd, that che Perſonal Characters, 
I, Thou, He, do not certainly rove that 
whatever they are ap d' . is One 
Perſon, and no more; t bey are of. 
ten apply d in Sevipture to a Whole City, 
Tribe or Family, or t0' the Head of a Fa- 
mily conſider d with his whole Seed or”. 
Race. But the Perſonal Characters are 
a good Proof of one Aſtind 222 
where there are not plain REaſons to be 
given why we ſhould belieye, _ are 
to be underſtood of more. N ow, ſi Ince. 
plain Reaſons may be given why Goo 
is more Perſons than One; al no plain 
Reaſons can be given why any. One of 
the Trinity is more Perſons | than One, 
therefore it is that the Scripture Argu- 
ment to prove any One US the Trinity to be 
Ont Perſo on does not fe prove that 
gos 15 one Perſon, 12 45 
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& 37 Wobruts thety be ac One. | 


Text, 


(89). 


Text of 3 which treats 9 07 che 


Unity of God, and Places it in any other 


Poa ou than the Father? Tis humbly de- 


fired, that ſome Text may be alledg'd 


where *tis ſaid, The One God is the 
FATHER SON. and HOLY: Gch. n 


Aſn v. IT is written, Look : unto * at 


be ſaved, all 36 Ends of the Earth; For I 


am God, and there is nope elſe; 1 have 


ſworn by Myſelf, the Word is gope out of my 
| Mouth in Righteouſneſs, and ſhall not return, 


that unto me every Kyee ſhall bow, every 
Tongue ſpall ſwear, Tha. xlv. 22, 23. Com- 
Pare the New Teftament. We ſhall all ſtand 


before the Judgment -ſeat of Chriſt ; for it s 


written, As I live, ſaith the Lord, every 
Kyee ſhall bow to me, and every Tongue ſhall 
confeſs to God, Rom. xiv. 10, 11, At the 
Name of Jeſus us every Kyee ſhal bow, of 
Things in Heaven, and Thing in Earth, and 
Thing under the Earth, We that every. 


Tongue ſbould confeſs, that Jeſus Chriſt «_ 


Lord to the Glory of God the Father, Phil. 
it. 10, 11. The Application of Iſa. xlv. 
23. to Chriſt, is manifeſt from theſe 
two Paſlages of St. Paul. It is as mani- 
feſt that the Perſon ſpoken of i in I/ ziah, 


is 


72 


+: the Only God, (I ans God, and there is 


none elſe) Therefore Scripture treating of 
the Unity of God, places it in another 


Perſon beſides the Father, namely, i in God. 


the Son. Again, It 1s plain 1 in the Old 
Teſtament that the Luity is placed in the 
Jehovah : But Qhriſt is Jehovah, as may 
be proved from numerous Paſſages, and 
is now generally confeſs d. Therefore 
the Unity is not placed in the Perſon - 
of the Father only; Iſa. vi. 1, 9. with 
John xii. 
Tux Queriſt deſires ſome Texts whers 
it is ſaid, That the One God is Father, 
Son, and Holy Ghoſt? . = 
T Hs is no where faid in one fingle 


Text, but it is in many compared to- 


gether. That Jehovah 1 is the One Goa, 
and that the One God is Jehovah, is of- 
ten ſaid in the Old Teſtament : : But the 
Father is Jehovah, the Son Jehovah, and 
the Holy Ghoſt Fehovah ; therefore Fa- 
ther Son and Holy Ghoſt are One Je- 
hovah. Or the One God is Father, Son, 


and Holy Ghoſt. Again; It may be 
prov d from Scripture, That God is Ore : 


And from the ſame Scripture, that the 
Father is God, the Son is Goa, and the 
B I. 


(40) 
Holy Ghoſt is Gad. Therefore again, 
The One Gd 8 Son and 94 
Ghoſt. Compare, Ia. vi. 1, 9. with John 
Ri. 40 41. _ Acts xxviii. 255 26. 


NB. IT 8 unteaſanatle to N 
any particular Text, where it is ſaid, 
That theſe Three are Oue God: Unleſs 
our Adverſaries could produce a Text, 
where it ſaid, that any two of them 
ate called to Gods, or Gods in the 
plural. They pretend no more than 
Scripture-Conſequences for their Do- 
Qrine,- not expreſs Scripture : And they 
cannot prove their Gn when 
We can ours. 


. 4. Wr rr x the ſame Argu- 
ments that prove the Father, Son, and 
Holy Ghoſt to be Three diſtinit Perſons, 
will not with equal Strengrh conclude 
wb are Three * N 1 


* 


ne No o; + Brea all che * 
ments tliat prove the Father, Son, and 
Ghoſt, to be Three diſtinci Perſons, prove 
only chat they are Three diſtin# Perſons, 
Whether intelligent Being and Perſon are 


* reciprocal, 


=) 
 reviprocal;* remains a Queſtion as much 
as ever: Or, Whether Three Perſons 
may not be One individual Being, is ſtill 
a Queſtion,” and muſt be ſo; neither can 
it be reſoly'd at all either way, mere- 
; = the Nature and Reaſon of the 
1 bu, itſelf, for want of a tan, ere. 
ple of * * 0 


D 5. W any Man can pro- 
perly be faid to believe, That God is 
Three Perſons, and but one Intelligent 
Being, without having ſome Notion of 
the Difference he hereby makes hetween 
A ery and an Ipteligens Being? 


Anſw. AN v perſon may have this No- 
tion, That God is not Three ſeparate Per- 
ons, and therefore is not Three Intelligent 
Beings: But that God is Three united 
Perſons, and therefore One Intelligent Bc 
ng. The preciſe Difference between the 
Idea of a Divine Perſon, and that of a D/- 
vine Intelligent Being, is, That a Divine 
Perſon is not a / eparate Being independent 

of all other Things, A Divine Intelliger: 
Being is ſeparate and independent of any 
Thing, The one is Eus relativum, the 
B 2 other 


9 


other Ep: *** I * add ſurther, 
That a Man may believe the Ommipreſence 
of God, without having any diſtinct No- 


tion of the Difference between God's be- 


ing preſent, in Whole'or in Part, with or 
Without Extenſion; and of the Divine Pre- 
ſcience, without having any clear Notion 
of the Pifference between what certainly 


vill be, and what certainly muſt be; And 


of Eternity, without having a clear No- 
tion of the Difference between Succeſſion, 
ang an Eternal N ow ; And without be- 
ing able to anſwer every minute or cap- 
tious Queſtion, which may be rais'd in 
a Point fo abſtruſe, and above humane 
Capacity: It is therefore no juſt Obje- 
ction againſt the Doctrine of the TRI- 


NI v, That we are not able perfectly 


to explain the Modus, or Manner, how 
Three Perſons are One Being, or One God. 
It is ſufficient to know, that the Per- 
ſons are diſtin, and real, as any other 
Perſons are; but fo exited withall, as no 
other Perſons are, or can be; And there. 


fore they are not (like other Perſons) as 


many Beings as Perſons, but One Being = 
only. 


C. 


„ 


. 6. WunrRER (ka Difference 
can be afſfign'd between an Intellgeut Be- 
ing and a Perſon) it be not a Contradi- 
ction to ſay,” That God is Three Perſons, 
and One Being? that is, Whether it be 
not all one, as to ſay, He is Three Per- 
ſons, and but One Perſon; or Three Beings, 
and but One Being bs ANG: 


| - od A Difference has been aflige'd 
in the Anſr wer to the preceding Quer). 
Nothing is properly calbd a Being, but 
a ſeparate Being. Thus, thoſe who ſup- 
poſe the Soul, or the Divine Being to be 
extended, do not call the Parts of the Soul, 
or of Gov, Beings. This I mention, only to 
they the Nature and Uſage of Language, 
and what it would be by Conſent of Man- 
kind, on ſuch or ſuch Suppoſitions, be 
they true or falſe. Now, ſince the Three 
Perſons are conceived to be more inti- 
mately united than the Parts of any Be- 
ing (tho' they are not Parts) are, or 
can be; it is very right and juſt, not 
to call them Three Peings, but One Be- 
ing. A ſeparate Perſon is rightly called 
an Intelligent Being, becauſe a ſeparate 
3 Perſon 


Perſon is a ſeparate Being: But a Perſon 
eenfider'd as eſſentially adhering to, 
and united with another Perſon, does 
with that other Perſon make but One 

- and therefore cannot properly 
be called a Bei ng, Unleſs the Word Be- 
ing admits off tw. Senſes : And yet 
then the one is proper, the other improper, 
The Queriſt therefore runs into a dou- 
ble Fallacy; Firſt, in making two Senſes 
of Being, proper and improper, and argu- 
ing from one to the other: Secondly, 
In confounding both together, as if they 
were really but one Senſe. * th 


Qu. 7. W if the Father 8 
Son and Spirit, are but One Being, it is 

poſſible to hold, That the Being 285 the 
Son was incarnate, without holdin g that 
the Being of the Father and the Spirit 
Was incarnate ? 


Anſw. T HE Being f the Sen, is an 
improper Expreſſion; becauſe it ſup- 
Poſes the Son to be a Being (pr operly ſo 
called) that is, a ſeparate Being, which 

He is not. But One Perſon; the Per- 
ſon of the Son may be incarnate, and 
| the 


(15). 
the Perſon of the Father or Holy Ghoſt 
at the fame time not Incarnate, with- 
out any Contradiction, becauſe Ore 
Perſon is not another Perſon. Let it 
may be ſaid, the Godhead is Incar- 
nate; i. e. the Divine Being, as perſona- 
A kn the Son, is Incarnate in the Per- 
ſou of the Son. Theſe Philoſophical 
Niceties, in a Point ſo ſublime and my- 
fferious, ought to be neglected and de- 
ſpis d. Let any Man tell us, Whether 
the Being of God is preſent in Heaven, 
and whether the ſame Being of God is 
preſent on Earth; and let him inform 
us diftintly, what he means by it. 
Let him fay, whether God will be a 
Day older. to Morrow than He is tq 
Day, and clear either the Affirmative or 
Negative of all Appearance of Contra- 
diction. Let him determine whether 
God be extended, or not extended, and 
diſentangle either Side of -the Queſtion 
from all Appearance of Repugnancy, 
Let him unriddle the Myſteries of E- 
ternity ; acquaint us how Eternity can 
be poſt unleſs it was once preſent, ar 
how it could be ever preſent if it never 
began. But enough of this 
EEG Qu. 5 


23 8. Wur TER the inpolng Side 
can pretend that the Conſequence they. 
draw from the Unity of God, and 
from the Father and Sans being ſeveral f 
culled Gop, is more clear and certain 
than the Conſequence which others 
draw from the fame Conſideration; | 


- Anſw: THE impoſing Side (as he calls 
em) do not argue merely from the Fa- 
ther and Sox's being ſeveralh called Gon; 

but from the 8 deſcribing both 


YZ One and the Other to be Gov in fuch 


à Senſe as to have a Right to be ador d. 
Now, in this Senſe, there cannot be 
more Gods than One, conſiſtently with 
the Firſt Commandment, which excludes 
all but e God from Religious Service 
and Adoration. Any God, after this 
One God, is no God, in any true and 

proper Senſe: But the Son is the One 
True God, becauſe He is adorable and 
_ God: And there are not more True, 

and more Adorable Gods than One. 
This Conſequence, they take to be cer- 
tain and - undeniable : But the Conſe- 
— which others draw, viz. That 
Father 


, 
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( 


Father and San cannot be called God ir 
the ſame Senſe of the Word Gop (for ſo 


it ſhould have been expreſs d by the 


Queriſt) has nothing at all to ſup port 
it, becauſe the excluſive Term cannot be 


provid to have been intended in Oppo- 


fition to God the Som Or if they be, 


they muſt exclude him entirely among 
the nominal, fictitious Deities, which is 
abſurd enough. And bectuſe thoſe en- 


| phatical Appellations of One; or Only 


God, apply'd to the Father, are eaſily 
accounted for, by adinitting a different 
Manner of Exiftence, or a Priority of 
Order, without any Recourſe to 4 dif- 
ferent Senſe of the Word GOD. Be. 
ſides, The Scripture plainly ſhews by 
the divine Titles; Attributes and Glory 
which it aſcribes to God the Son, that 
He is God in the ſtrict and proper 
Senſe, and not in any. lower or Heben 
Senſe, as is pretended. 5 ws 


Qu. 9. Wuxrnzx Men Being lia- 
ble to miſtake in drawing . 
Modeſty ſhould not teach the impoſing 
Side to be as forward to bear with 

c their 


3 


tlleir rabies, as they: are! 5 4 with 
the Aer hb 2 0 se 15 


2 . 1 N v 
wa ty 371: * — "a. * — 
5 K* 14 10 


Aar. Warn it i Ohe ens 
What - :is meant by. Bearing, ith. their 
Rreaby on, this Quern may have; a deter- 
minate Anſwer; d to. Mens) being bis 

able io wiſtake, it is: no Argument a+ 

gaigſt their being certain of many Things; 
and if they be certain of ſuch a Truth, 
that it is very. important, all Chri- 

ſtian and Pruden Methods 1 ut be * 
to, maintain and preſerve 155 

5 Ro 146 > ; ; 

be. pp He. 10. wlkied Rs © it is not = 

gerous Raſhnęſs to cenſure Men as to 

their, everlaſting . State, for. not believ- 

i 3 Doctrine, Which! is not expreſsly 


e . WE 6s Bebe Bible 


* 4 is MS» 
G21 


Al. Tanne * 0 Raſhnel at al 
in cenſuring Men, as to theix everlaſt- 
ing Eſtate for” disbelieving , 4 and eſpe- 


cially or publickly_ oppoſing A Doctrine 
of 56th range, Which is hoth en- 
pre/sly, ind by nere ; Conſequence, de- 
clargd in vary ' Plates, of Scriptute com- 
warn together. If an Angel from Hea- 


De 


(61909. 
ven preach'quy ot ber Goſpel anto you; thay 
that whith: we have un ben 25 
him be aremnſed, Gab i. K . 

On. 1 I. VIRETMEI they who ey 
Sov did bade the Day and Four of the 
laſt Judgment, When He ſaid expreſsly, 
that He did not; Whether, J ſay, they 
do not make Chriſt to have been guilty 
of an Equivocation And whether ſuch 
their Aſſertion is not very dangerous, as 
tending to introduce, by his Example, 
a Practice which will _ all N 
1 Chriſtians: Nite 


[ies THERE Was no Kneiodis ton 
in ſaying What was literally true, Flat 
the Son, as Son ef Mar, did not know 
the Day and Hour of the laſt Judg- 
ment. The Context itſelf fafkickently 
limits his Denial to his Humane. Mature. 
The Qeriſ tells us, Fhat according to this 
. ay of equivocating fs Man us out obſerves) 
may. deny, that he'ſaw a Thing, which he 
actually ſaw ; meaning, he did not ſee it with 
ane Eye, which he wilfally kept ſbut, while he 
bebeld it with the other, © But, as one ob- 
ſerves (fee Mr, Boy/e in his Reply to that 
Pretence of Mr. Emha's) in Anfwer to 
| „ this 


(Ca 


this idle Stuff. There might be ſome 
Cclour for the Pretence, if a Man had 
two viſve Poners, or twp. Souls, as well 
as ind Eyes: But ſince he has but one 
viſve Power, and one Saul, which one Soul 
ſees, whether one Eye only, or both be 
open, it would be a\downright Falſhood 
to ſay, I ſaw not a Thing at all, be- 
cauſe I faw it but with one Eye. But 
the Caſe is quite different, where there 
are two knawing Principles, belonging to 
two different Natures ; - one of which 
may ſee or know, while the other doth 
not ſee or know; and conſequently it nay 
be dem d of one, which may be af d 
of the other. It could not indeed be 
abſoluteſy and indefinitely deny d of Chriſt 
that He knew the Day: Neither is it fo 
1: deny'd in Scripture, but in a certain re- 
ſpect only, which the reaſon of the Thing, 
and the very Cant ext determines it to: 
For it ſpeaks not of the Son of God 
as ſuch, but of the Son of Man, or ol 
Wer n as Son of Man. 


7 On. 12. WAE THER) if the. Holy 

Spirit be the Supreme God, He muſt not 
1 have as much * to give the Fas 
ther, 


"I 


621) 
ther, as the Father can have to give 
Him? And whether, upon this Suppo- 
ſition, it can be proper for Chriſtians 
to pray to the . Ned "IE his 
. ringt | 


Aff w. As to Aled Rights " privi. 
leges among the Sacred Three; they are 


beſt known to Themſelves. And who 


are we, that we ſhould pretend to fa- 
thom the Depths of the Divine Ne- 
ture, or the ineffable O Economy of the 
Three Perſons? Scripture calls the Spi- 
rit, the Spirit of the Father, and not 

vice vers, and directs us to ask the 
Father to give his Spirit to us. This 
is ſufficient for us to know, and is 2 
—— to our Practice. at 


L Pans nnn it be un in- 

tollerable Crime in Miniſters, and ſuch 
as deſerves Ejectment, for them to hold, 
That Chriſt alone is the Ning of his 


Church? And that Chriſtians. are to 
receive his Words only, as the Authentick 
Rule of their Faith, without ſubjecting 
their Faith to the Authoritative Interpre- 
tations of any Men, upon Earth? 


Aaſy. 
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general; to admit of any cloſe deter» 


That theſe Gentlemen know at other 
times how to interpret the Alone Ring, 
or Ovly; Potentate, ſo as to leave Room 
for ſuberdinate Governours, And I know 


not any one that contends for more, 


or ever pretends to eqxal themſelves to 
Chriſt, Ariaus perhaps, or Sasiniant ha- 


ving brought Chriſt down to the Rank 


of Creatures, or of Men, may in Time 
take upon them farther : But the Trin: 
tarians will never be wanting in their 
Honour to Chriſt, or the Alons King, and 

the Alaue God, not excluſtve of, but in 
Conjunction with God the Father, and 
the Holy Ghoſt; not abridging all, or 
any of the Three Sacred Perſans of the 
Liberty of appointing ſubordinate Mini- 
ers, Rulers, or Governors to act under 
them, according to ſuch Rules, Laws, 
and Meaſures, as Infinite nn, ſhall 
tee ee dee * 
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minate Anſwer. I ſhell only obſerve, 
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